317.   WHAT IT IS NOT

The situation in India illustrates another curious basis of difference
between us. I hold to the "Non-resistance" idea. Gandhi as I understand
him proclaims the Way of Love. And yet he does not see that "Non-co-
operation is a way of violence". Suppose the milk drivers of New York
had a real and just and even terrible grievance. Suppose that they should
strike and cut off the milk supply from the babies of New York. They
might never raise a hand in violent attack on anyone and yet their way
would be the way of violence. Over the dead bodies of little children,
they would by "non-co-operation" win their victory. As Bertrand Rus-
sell said of the Bolsheviki, "such suffering makes us question the means
used to arrive at a desired end". Non-co-operation means suffering in
Lancashire and is an appeal, in the end, to violence rather than reason.

This is not quite to the point and yet it docs illustrate in a way
what I have in mind. The advocates of Home Rule in India are now in
the legislative bodies and there they propose to block progress by non-co-
operative methods. In England, the country in which by historical acci-
dent civil institutions got a chance to develop, as John Fiske pointed out,
through absence of war, the process of growth has been by the method of
co-operatioi>.

The above is an extract from an article in Unity (14th Febru-
ary, 1924-} sent by an unknown American friend.

The article is a letter addressed to Mr. Holmes1 by Mr, Arthur
L. Weatherly, The letter is an endeavour to show that an idealist,
if he will be practical, has to water his ideal down to suit given
circumstances. The writer has packed his letter with illustrations
in support of his argument. As I am not for the moment concern-
ed with his main argument> I hope I am doing no violence to him
by merely giving an extract from his letter. My purpose is to
show that Mr, Weatherly*s view of Indian non-co-operation
cannot fail to be of general interest to the reader ,2

Mr. Weathcrfy has laid down a u*tfvsml proposition that
e<00i!-ccw>peration is a way of violence**, A moment's thought
vmuld have shown the falsity of the proposition. I noa-co-operate

1 Presumably, John Haynes Holmes, autkor of M?
2 Ttjere k an error here, Gandkiji later corrected t&fa to read: **My pur-
pose is to show that Mr. Weather!y*s view is altogether wroaag. His view, wrong
though it is, cannot fail to be of general interest."   Vide "Letter to Mahadev
Desai", after 1&4-1924.